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1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 October 2007 . 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-16 and 19-21 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to the applicant's arguments and remarks, that the new added 
limitation "using a voice communication network and a data network, said voice 
communication network independent of said data network" is not met by any of the 
references of record, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As shown by Hansson reference, his invention uses two independent voice and 
data networks (PSTN 16 and Internet 14, Figs. 1, 4,5,7, 10 and 11, respectively). The 
fact that, at the end, their data is merged together into a TV distribution network (8, Figs. 
1, 4,5,7, 10 and 1 1) for serving users of the same TV distribution network, does not 
affect their independence of each other, given that their existence does not get affected 
if the other one disappeared. Furthermore, Hansson also shows that it is possible to 
use the voice data signals coming from a telephone server 109 and data coming from 
internet 103, Fig. 10, independent of each other and independent of the TV network and 
split at the user's facility through 104 (page 3, Iines10 - page 4, line 2). The TV network 
is used to merge everything in given its great capacity and for serving the TV network 
users with voice and data services. 

In response to the previously presented limitation, "designated period of time", 
the examiner respectfully believes that the limitation is still covered by the references of 
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record. The limitation reads on "the connection is done between two devices by per 
session", given that it is the recipient who designates or assigns time for the connection. 
In other words, the time for the connection to continue or stop is recipient-designated. 

Therefore, the examiner respectfully believes that Hansson, Baechle and Katz 
still cover all the limitations of applicant's invention as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art. are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2-16 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hansson et al. (hereinafter 'Hansson\ WO 97/471 19) in view of 
Baechle et al. (hereinafter 'Baechle\ EP0709997) in further view of Katz (Pub. No. 
2006/0215029). 

Regarding claim 21, Hansson discloses a method of transmitting information from a 
sender to a recipient, the method comprising the step of: 

establishing a voice connection on said voice communication network between 
the sender and the recipient using a voice communication network and a data network, 
said voice communication network independent of said data network (PSTN 16 and 
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Internet 14, Figs. 1, 4,5,7, 10 and 11, respectively), the recipient having voice 
communication network address (telephone #) (see page 15, lines 13-page 17, lines 23; 
page 16, line 1-4; and page 23, Fig. 9, lines 27-31 ; for example user A makes a voice 
call to user B's phone number) 

determining a recipient data network address based on an association between 
the recipient data network address and the recipient's voice communication network 
address (telephone #) (as disclosed at page 4, lines 23-25; page 12, lines 20-page 13, 
lines 25, page 15, lines 1 1-25 and Fig. 9, page 23, lines 28-page 24, lines 5, Hansson 
clearly explains how the telephony server 15 creates a dynamic relation between the IP 
address of the IP modem and the telephone number of user within the access network 
when the telephone server 15 receives an incoming call from an external network, i.e., 
PSTN or from an internal network, i.e., TV distribution network 8 of Fig. 9) ; and 

transmitting information from the sender to the recipient data network address via 
said data network during the voice communication (page 19 lines 25-30, page 20 lines 
1-2; page 23 lines 28-31, page 24 lines 1-26). Hanson also discloses that anything 
being displayed on PC 2 of a NT5 can be presented on the TV set 3 or on any visual 
presentation capable device (page 24 lines 12-23) or vice versa by tapping a TV 
channel and send the information to PC 2 without passing any regular IP based network 
14, i.e. Internet. In case of communication with an external IP network 14, this can be 
done through IP tunneling protocol, see page 13, lines 26-page 14, lines 31 and further 
explains how this could be done through IP-session, see page 15, lines 1-10). 
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Although Hansson teaches that information can be sent from sender to recipient 
and that video (TV channel) can be sent using this data network as explained above, he 
does not clearly disclose obtaining from the sender, an identification of the AA/ 
information to be sent.to the recipient and transmitting AA/ information from the sender 
to the recipient. Additionally, Hansson does not explicitly teach receiving navigation 
instructions to navigate through said AA/ information from said recipient via said voice 
connection. 

However, in an analogous art, Baechle discloses obtaining from the sender, an 
identification of the AA/ information to be sent to the recipient and transmitting AA/ 
information from the sender to the recipient data communication network address via a 
data network during the voice communication (Col. 4, lines 34-Col. 5, lines 30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hansson's invention with the teaching of 
Baechle so that both sender and recipient able to experience of real-time interactive in 
which the sender able to share the control of the recipient TV device (Baechle, Col. 1 , 
lines 45-55). 

The combined references: Hansson and Baechle do not explicitly teach receiving 
navigation instructions to navigate through said AA/ information from said recipient via 
said voice connection. 

However, in an analogous art, Katz teaches using devices that are able to control 
the display of received video by using the keypad of the telephone while connected with 
the sender ([0083]-[0085]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to an ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Hansson and Baechle's invention by using telephones that 
allow control the navigation of the received video as taught by Katz for the benefit of 
giving the convenience to the user of not using another device with extra buttons to 
press (remote control) to control the received video while it can be done with the already 
in use phone keypad. 

Regarding claim 2, "wherein transmitting begins after the recipient authorizes the 
broadcast" reads on the fact that both the caller and the recipient are connected through 
the phone for after the connection is made between the caller and the recipient through 
the telephone network, thereby authorizing the transmitting to the caller. As such the 
caller initiates a message/information to the recipient through the CATV network 8 
(Hansson, page 24, lines 7-23). 

Regarding Claim 3, "wherein the recipient authorizes the transmitting by 
remaining on the voice connection for a designated period of time" reads on the 
connection is done between two devices by per session; thus when the session is 
terminated by an "on hook", the connection is terminated (Hansson, page 17, lines 18- 
24) and further disclosed by Baechle Col. 6, lines 28-38). 

Regarding claim 4, "wherein the recipient authorizes the transmitting by 
transmitting a signal across the voice communication network, after the voice 
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connection has been established" reads on the recipient answers the call (Hansson, 
page 18, lines 6-8). 

Regarding claim 5, "wherein the recipient authorizes the transmitting by 
transmitting a signal across the data network, after the voice connection has been 
established" reads on the recipient answers the call, as disclosed on page 1 8, lines 6-8, 
using Internet telephony (Hansson, page 22, lines 4-11). 

Regarding claim 6, receiving input from the recipient or sender; changing the 
information transmitted to the recipient data network address based on the input from 
the recipient or sender (Hansson, page24, lines 16-18). 

Regarding claim 7, "wherein the input is a signal transmitted across the voice 
communication network," reads on the conversation between the caller and the recipient 
in which the caller/recipient (Hansson, page 23, lines 27-page 24, lines 23). 

Regarding claim 8, "wherein the input is a signal transmitted across the data 
network" (Hansson, page 13, lines 25-page 15, lines 10). 

Regarding claim 9, wherein the signal is a DTMF (Hansson, page 19, lines 5-8). 
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Regarding claim 10, Official Notice is taken for the signal being a voice command. 
The use of a voice command is notoriously known in data communication art (i.e. the 
user could say "Call 555-5555" and the system will recognize the command using the 
speech recognition and place a call using the stated phone number. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hansson, Baechle and Katz's invention to use 
voice commands so to provide to user a friendly device that presents to users options 
that are easily to understand as similar to the options provided by conventional voice 
mail. 

Regarding claim 11, wherein the sender is an automated interactive response 
system (Hansson, Fig, 9; PC 2). 

Regarding claim 12, "further comprising the step of ending the broadcast of the 
information to the recipient data network address when the connection between the 
sender and the recipient ends" reads on the connection is done between two devices by 
per session; thus when the session is terminated by an "on hook", the connection is 
terminated (Hansson, page 17, lines 18-24). 

» 

Claim 13 was analyzed with respect to method claim 21 . 
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Regarding claim 14, "means for initiating the connection on the voice 
communication network", (Hansson, page 15, lines 13-25). 

Regarding claim 15, "wherein the mean for transmitting is initiated by means for 
sending a signal to a server attached to the data network and capable of transmitting 
the information to the recipient data network address (Hansson, page 15, lines 1-10 and 
page 23, lines 28-page 24, lines 25). 

Claim 16 is analyzed with respect to claim 12. 

Regarding claim 19, wherein the voice communications network address is a 
telephone number (Hansson, page 13, lines 9-12). 

Regarding claim 20, wherein the information is adapted for rendering on a 
television screen (Hansson, page 24, lines 20-22). 

Conclusion 

3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Omar Parra whose telephone number is 571-270-1449. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Under Academy Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on 571-272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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